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With respect to arguments regarding the rejection of claims 1-18: Applicant's arguments 
in their entirety regarding the rejection of these claims are directed to the Nakahata 
reference alone. Such arguments are not sufficient to overcome the rejection of claims 
1-18 because the rejection is over the combination of the Nakahata and Malowaniec 
references. It is clear from the rejection of claim 1 in the last and previous Office actions 
that it is the Malowaniec reference that teaches an extensibility controlling means as 
disclosed and claimed, thus remedying that particular deficiency of Nakahata. Applicant 
merely states on page 2 that it is their position that Malowaniec does not remedy the 
deficiency of Nakahata regarding the extensibility controlling means, but does not 
properly argue why Malowaniec does not remedy this deficiency and continues instead 
to argue what is or what is not taught or suggested in the Nakahata reference. 
Applicant's arguments regarding claims 2-6 appear to be based upon applicant's 
arguments with respect to claim 1 and are thus also not persuasive to overcome the 
rejections of those claims. 



